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reached, or any other comments: See Continuation Sheet . 
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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: The general nature of the claims were discussed including 
submittion of 131 declaration to overcome "new matter" rejection made in last Office Action, "synergistic effective 
amounts" were suggested by the Examiner, however, the attoreny of the record asserted that the crux of the invention 
is the novelty of the combination of Nitric Oxide Synthase and HmgCoA reuctase inhibitors. The attorney also recalled 
the parent case (U.S. Patent 5,968,983) claimed the species of the HmgCOA reuctase in combination of L-arginine in 
treatment of a disease condition related to vasodilation or vasorelaxation.. 
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